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Parenthesis
Letters:

ASK ANDREA DWORKIN
Dear AD,
I sometimes lend my car to my brother and this week I received a letter from the
city saying that I have several parking violations. I have never received a parking
ticket myself, so my brother is surely the culprit. The thing is, he doesn’t do well
with confrontation so I’m not sure how to approach him. What do you think?
Sincerely,
Afraid in Adelaide
Dear Fearful Tool Of The Patriarchy,
Parking meters are a construct designed to subtly reinforce the patterns of
patriarchal violence in our culture and it is commendable that your brother refuses
to violate them with that phallic atrocity, the quarter. That society punishes men
who fail to penetrate is the reason that the cycle of female subordination and violence continues. Your brother is brave to shed the falsely constructed mantle of
maleness that you seem to wear so mindlessly. Stop collaborating in the heterosexist crimes of our culture and pay his fines.
-AD

Dear Ms. Dworkin,
I always engage in safe sex but I’ve been experiencing a painful burning
sensation when I urinate. What do you think the problem could be?
Sincerely,
Ouch

The Portland Spectator
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Dear Getting-What-His-Rape-Mind-Deserves,
Safe for whom, exactly? Consider your petty penile burning a hint of the
suffering that your acculturated sexual aggression causes to the women whom
you humiliate and debase with your pathetic, war-like, external genitalia. If you
are violating women through intercourse then you are complicit in the system of
humiliation that keeps women powerless. And that burns far more hotly than your
disgusting, diseased member.
-AD

Historic Rise In Republican Party
Affiliation

Democrats have historically outnumbered Republicans. According to a new
poll, Republicans are ahead 37% to 32%.
During the 1990’s Democrats held a 6%
advantage. Even as late as October 2004,
Democrats outnumbered Republicans
37% to 34%. The Republican Party is
also becoming more diverse, suggesting that Democratic Party losses are not
coming from the left, but from the more
moderate center.

Rutgers Researchers May Have
Stopped HIV

Researchers at Rutgers University have
developed a trio of drugs they believe can
destroy HIV, the virus that causes AIDS,
according to a published report. The
drugs, called DAPYs, mimic the virus by
changing shape, which enables them to
interfere with the way HIV attacks the
immune system. Tests conducted in conjunction with Johnson and Johnson have
shown the drug to be easily absorbed
with minimal side effects. It also can be
taken in one pill, in contrast to the drug
cocktails currently taken by many AIDS
patients. /Associated Press

Costa Rica Unsafe For Osama

Leonel Arias, 47, was playing a practical
joke by wearing a Bin Laden mask, carrying a pellet rifle and jumping out in front
of motorists. He had startled several
motorists until taxi driver Juan Sandoval
shot him twice in the stomach. Arias was
hospitalized in stable condition.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau as
of January 1, 2005, there are 295,160,302
Americans – an increase of 2,835,602
since January 1, 2004. During 2005
the United States will register one birth
every 8 seconds and one death every 13
seconds. Immigration also expects to
add one person every 26 seconds. The
net result is an increase of one person
every 12 seconds.

American Couple Scuba Diving
As Tsunami Passes Overhead

Faye Wachs and her husband, Eugene,
were scuba diving off the coast of
Thailand when Southeast Asia’s tsunami
disaster struck. They had not noticed
anything had happened until they surfaced. Initially they thought people had
thrown trash in the water, or that a boat
had crashed. A text message to their
diving instructor from his wife informed
them of what had happened.

UK Welfare State No Paradise

Despite an enormous welfare state, UK
reports show more than 100,000 families homeless - up 7% from last year. The
Government has promised an additional
150 million pounds for housing. Adam
Sampson, Director of Shelter, UK’s largest homeless charity, believes the problem is much larger. He advocates building more houses, which could cost “in the
billions and tens of billions.”

Campus Update
ALLErgic to katz
Former Portland mayor Vera Katz will be joining the
College of Urban and Public Affairs. It is not yet clear
what she will teach, but for those of us familiar with the
way she ran the city, we can only imagine. From creating
a hostile business environment to championing extreme
social values, Katz has been a model of radical partisanship in politics. The merits of her tenure as mayor cast
serious doubts on how much she has to offer the university. Her base is green, not blue. Do we really need more
radicals on campus?

HIGHER ONE BOYCOTT GOES NOWHERE
Over half of the student body has activated their
new Higher One ID cards. In fact, the transition to
the new cards has gone better on PSU campus than
any other in the nation - this amidst the sizeable
campus effort to oppose it. In the beginning, ASPSU
began a sensible, well-articulated campaign against the One Account
feature of the Higher One card. The campaign sank into incoherence
as soon as campus radicals took over. Suddenly, it was about resisting
corporations and privatization. As radical students stormed President
Bernstine’s office, one woman had a nervous breakdown in the midst
of an ugly screaming tirade. As recent events have shown, involvement
with the far left is the kiss of death for any serious issue or campaign.
Hopefully, ASPSU will be able to repair the damage done to what was a
sensible campaign.
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American Population Hits 295
Million
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Editorial

O$PIRG

How an agenda for social change
undermines student growth and development

E
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very year, when it is time to allocate
next year’s budget, OSPIRG is suddenly visible and active. As a student
group on campus they actually do quite little. You see, OSPIRG is a statewide organization pretending to be a student group.
They currently have different chapters at 5
universities that seek student funds, not to
spend on campus as independent student
groups, but to turn over to the statewide
OSPIRG.
What does OSPIRG do with all this money? Of the $125,000 they are asking for at
PSU, $84,838 would go to pay the salaries
of non-students. $7,229 would go to pay
for an off-campus Portland office, $16,000
is ambiguously labeled for “organizational
training and development.” We even pay
$1,100 for accounting fees.
If the budget alone is not shocking
enough, OSPIRG has established a track
record of dishonesty in campaigning for
its requested funds.
They do not tell students how much
they are requesting, how they spend their
money, or even how much they currently
receive. Instead, they ask people if they
would like to help the hungry and the
homeless, or the environment. The focus
is on all of the good things they do like

campus events, internships, food drives
etc… The odd thing about it is that none of
this costs any money - it's all volunteer.
How does OSPIRG justify their whopping budget then? The Spectator met with
Meredith Small, their campus organizer,
to ask. Her justification was simple: “It
benefits students.” Sure she admitted that
they contribute to the state Public Interest
Research Group (PIRG), but contended
that, “it could survive without [the student
chapters]” if it had to. The reason the student chapters exist, she insisted, is to help
students.
According to Small, students face 2 main
roadblocks. The first is that, “They are not
professionals. They are not economists.
They are not lawyers. They do not have
the skills necessary for real social change."
Second is the problem of consistency.
Breaks, midterms, finals etc… break up
time into blocks and affect continuity of
effort. OSPIRG provides answers to both
of these problems by hiring a staff of professionals.
This is precisely the problem. These two
roadblocks are an integral and necessary
part of student growth and development.
They reflect the kinds of challenges students are supposed to face themselves in

order to learn and grow. Ms. Small was
right about one thing: students without
professional skills cannot affect real social
change. What we see from OSPIRG is a
tradeoff. Efforts toward 'real social change'
occur at the expense of student growth
and development. On a university campus
which one takes precedence? The development and growth of students are what
student groups and the fee system are designed to facilitate. OSPIRG, motivated by
a vision of social change, hires professionals to tackle the most important challenges
for them. The effect is to undermine the
reason student groups exist. If the students do not grow, do not develop by facing important challenges, we have strayed
from the purpose of the university.
OSPIRG wants to face students’ most
important challenges for them. Students
must face them themselves. While students have no control over OSPIRG’s
agenda-driven philosophy, they do have
control over whether or not they pay for it.
Should PSU pay a statewide organization
$125,000 to face the challenges that students ought to be facing themselves? The
growth and development of students that
face these challenges is worth far more
than the agenda OSPIRG seeks.

If OSPIRG is student run, why
do t hey have a professional campus organizer making $19,500
per year?

In 1969, Ralph Nader thought up
the PIRG scheme. It was a brilliant and duplicitous way to get
universities to split the bill.

For the third year in a row
OSPIRG is seeking a six figure
budget. They currently receive
$33,000.

November 2 – Bush Wins Reelection
With the war on terror, social security reform, tax
reform, and Supreme Court nominations on the horizon, President Bush’s second term is bound to be
one of the most important and influential terms in
modern times. With both houses of Congress under
Republican control he will accomplish many of his
goals.
November 11 – Arafat Dies
Peace in the Middle East was given a sense of renewed hope with the passing of Palestinian leader
Yassir Arafat. The leader of the poorest people on
earth died with a hidden fortune estimated to be
worth between $4.2 billion and $6.5 billion. His
successor, Mahmoud Abbas, is trying to turn the
fortune over to the Palestinian Authority but Arafat
has apparently left a will, transferring control of his
assets to his wife’s family.
November 13 – Peterson Guilty on 2 Counts
Scott Peterson was found guilty for not only the
murder of his wife, Lacy, but for the murder of their
unborn son, Connor. The implications of this landmark case are especially important when considering Roe v. Wade and the issue of abortion. The case
is bound to provide the pro-life lobby with serious
ammunition in the near future.

2004 Year in Review

June 5 – Farewell Ronald Reagan
Very rarely in history does such a leader come along.
He left an indelible mark on the presidency and on
the nation. He restored honor to the oval office, and
hastened the fall of the Soviet Union. More than
that, his undying optimism gave hope and courage
to people when they needed it most. A man of principle, of courage, of character.

The Portland Spectator

January 20 – The Scream
As the Democratic Party launched an internal campaign to bring down Howard Dean, it became clear
that they lacked a real leader. After the Iowa primaries, the rest of the country fell in line behind John
Kerry. Not because of him, but because they didn’t
know what else to do.

7

Iraq

Inside Iraq
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In Iraq the United States has:
•Vaccinated 3 million children
•Renovated 2,356 schools
•Printed and distributed 8.7 million math
and science textbooks

•More than 646 Iraqi journalists now write
for over 200 Iraqi newspapers, magazines
and other periodicals.
•60 popular Iraqi blogs recieve over 200,000
hits per month.

•516,800 metric tons of food have been provided through the World Food Program.

SADDAM'S MASS GRAVES
LEFT: Human remains found in one of the 270
mass graves discovered in Iraq. Over 400,000
bodies in similar condition have been unearthed.
•Iraq is no longer a safe haven for terrorists.
Thousands have been killed or captured.

•Current electricity production of 4,518
megawatts exceeds prewar level of 4,400.
•Current water and sanitation projects worth
$183 million will benefit 14.5 million people.

•Saddam's Iraq ranked 4th in world history
for most people killed through genocide.
9

Foreign Policy

Renewed Ambition
By Saman Badi'i

A
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new kind of political confrontation is fast emerging with Russia
and China, not seen since the
hottest days of the Cold War. As the U.S.
wages war in Iraq and President Bush
begins his second term, it has become
apparent that the issue of national security is at the top of the American political agenda. In the wake of the American
response to be secure and safe from
terror, anti-Americanism has increased
internationally, transparent mostly in
the Russian Federation. Tensions have
increased between Moscow, Beijing and
Washington, slowly igniting what may
come to be nothing short of a Cold War
revival.
Anti-American sentiment within
Russian society is easily demonstrated by
the hit Russian song, ‘Kill the Yankees.’
The Russian media has also developed
an anti-US tone reflecting the emotions of many Russians including that
of President Vladimir Putin. According
to the Public Opinion Foundation, 70%
of those polled considered the U.S. to be
a hostile nation. Fueled by Russia’s loss
of political parity with the U.S., a new
political gap has developed between the

old enemies. Furthermore, the Russian
Orthodox Church, the main religious
influence on Russian society, does not
popularly support the principles of
democracy and functions more comfortably in an authoritarian system. By
the mid-1990’s, many Russian intellectual and cultural elites came to see the
Western reforms of perestroika as a failure. Anti-communism was replaced by
anti-Americanism, and the U.S. became
the target of much resentment. The
Communist Party has regained broad
appeal to the masses as they attempt to
ride the wave of anti-American sentiment all the way to the Kremlin. Russia
is forging stronger strategic relations
and partnerships with China and Iran
to offset American power both in the
Pacific and the Middle East. Whispers of
a “New Cold War” are in the air.
The recent elections in Ukraine and
Taiwan were major political defeats to
Russia and China, respectively. Russian
and Chinese politicians view the elections to be a result of direct Western
involvement. Hailed by many Western
observers as a democratic victory, the
“Orange Revolution” and President

Viktor Yushchenko’s victory over the
Pro-Russian Yanukovych is undoubtedly
a huge blow to the Russian Federation.
The same is true of the election of
President Chen Shui-bian of Taiwan,
who won over the Pan-Blue bloc, led
by the Kuomintang (KMT). The KMT
favor greater relations with Beijing,
while President Shui-ban favors greater independence. Interestingly, both
Presidents Yushchenko and Shui-ban
survived assassination attempts in the
midst of the elections, which undoubtedly increased their popularity among
constituents. Both Presidents seek greater independence from Russia and China,
while the opposition’s agenda was to
form greater bonds with both nations.
For Russia, Ukraine is not the first
nation in it’s old Soviet sphere of influence to have steered its course away
from Russian domination. The Orange
Revolution in Ukraine simply mimicked
the “Rose Revolution” of Georgia, in
which President Eduard Shevardnadze
was victorious on the same agenda;
greater independence from Russia and
strengthened relations with the West.
In response, Abkhazia, a province from

The pro-Western Orange Revolution protests Ukraine's rigged election
defense system the U.S. currently has.
A few weeks later, Putin claimed the
creation of a nuclear bomb that could
fit 10 nuclear warheads and reiterated
Russia’s commitment to nuclear power
as a deterrent to foreign aggression. In
China, the Communist Party increased
defense spending 17.7%, marking a 12th
straight year in double digit increases
in military spending. Arms sales to
Taiwan from the United States also
increased and became the top issue
of the agenda for Sino-American relations. President Bush made clear to
the Chinese government that the U.S.
would not stand by if China were to
attack Taiwan, which China believes to

Georgia's Rose Revolution

be a rebellious province that belongs to
the motherland. Since reunification of
Taiwan with China has been and will
continue to be on the top of the agenda
in Chinese politics, the issue of Taiwan
will only fester and agitate relations
between Beijing and Washington until
a plausible solution can be found. For
the first time in history, Moscow and
Beijing have decided to hold a massive
joint military exercise. This gesture is
aimed at the West in reaction to the
defeats in Ukraine and Taiwan, respectively. Both nations have repeatedly
referred to their adherence to a “multipolar world,” implying an opposition to
U.S. hegemony and world domination
in global matters.
President Putin, in his address to the
Russian nation after the Beslan tragedy, stated Russia’s political outlook
and expressed nostalgia for the Soviet
Empire. In the speech, Putin, referring
to the tribulations that led to the collapse of the Soviet Union, stated, “…
we have managed to preserve the core
of the colossus which was the Soviet
Union…some want to cut a juicy morsel from us while others are helping
them. They are helping because they
believe that, as one of the world’s major
nuclear powers, Russia is still posing a
threat to someone, and therefore this
threat must be removed. And terrorism
is, of course, only a tool for achieving
these goals.”
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within Georgia, with Russian support,
fought a massive war for independence
from Georgia in which over 10,000
people were killed. Washington, which
openly supports American educated
President Shevardnadze, has flirted
with the concept of Georgian membership into NATO. Abkhazians have
recently been offered Russian citizenship as Putin attempts to hold on to
the post-Soviet sphere of influence and
Russian interests.
A greater source of contention than
Ukraine or Georgia, however, is the
Chechen conflict. England, granting
asylum to Chechen rebel leaders such
as Akhmed Zakayev and Russian oligarch Boris Berezovsky have stretched
relations thin with the Russian political elite. Nevertheless, in an unprecedented move, England offered asylum
to a Russian defector, Andrei Krotov,
who fled the conflict in Chechnya. The
granting of asylum to Zakayev, considered a terrorist by the Russian public,
has had chilling effects on RussianEnglish relations. In response, Russia
is increasingly strengthening ties with
the Islamic Republic of Iran, promising
to build seven nuclear reactors despite
protests from the West.
As a response to adverse political blows,
Russia and China have begun to exhibit
extremely threatened behavior. Both
nations have begun military build-up
on an alarming scale. President Putin
has alleged the creation of an ICBM
system that would penetrate any missile
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(Just Privatize It)

By Adam Wilke

S
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oon after I came to PSU one of
my new friends was telling me
about this interesting “club” he
had joined. It wasn’t really a club at all,
more like a short term gifting ring. It
went kind of like this: He would give
the person who invited him into the club
$250, and then recruit three new members that would each give him $250.
Each one of these friends would do the
same, and so on. The idea is that you pay
$250 to “join”, and then receive $750 in
return from your new members. If this
sounds familiar at all, it is because it is
what is known as a Ponzi scheme. Carlo
Ponzi was ahead of his time running this
scheme in the 1920s before it infamously
went bust. Similar scams continue to be
run (illegally) around the country today
and work well until the club runs out of
new members and the final contributors are left holding the bag. Running
these fraudulent pyramid schemes can
get you in big trouble with the government unless, well, you actually are the
government.
In August 1935 President Roosevelt cre-

ated the world’s longest running Ponzi
scheme by signing the Social Security Act
into law. At the time Social Security was
created there were dozens of workers for
every retiree so the system worked flawlessly. Unfortunately (for the system),
people lived longer over the years to
bring us to the present situation where
there are only three workers for every
retiree. Unless you have been living
under a rock or in fantasyland you know
that, left unchanged, our generation has
about as much chance of seeing a Social
Security check as Michael Moore has
of wearing spandex (I apologize for the
mental image). It used to be thought
that the only way out of this mess was
to raise taxes or cut benefits. Given the
limited benefits currently in existence,
this would be political suicide for anyone
who dared try.
Now that President Bush has been
reelected Social Security reform is looking increasingly likely. The most logical
alternative to the shortfall is to let taxpayers set aside money into their own
personal accounts where they can choose

from a variety of investments and earn a
higher rate of return on their money.
The current projected rate of return
under the existing system for those born
in 1960 is around 2%. The projected rate
of return for those entering the workforce today is actually negative. You
can beat that rate of return by burying
it in the backyard in a mayonnaise jar.
Thanks to the wonders of compounding
interest, investing privately at a higher rate of return magnifies the ending
amount one would retire with. Radicals
are reflexively opposed to this measure
as it slowly drifts the country away from
their utopian Socialist state.
For an experiment, I took two guys who
save for retirement that we’ll randomly
call John and George. John is quite foolish and believes the government must
provide everything for everyone and
thus opts into the current system where
he earns a delightful 2% on his money.
Since he saved $25 each month (increasing at 4% annually) from the time he
turned 18 until he was 65, he retired
with a whopping $59,888.74. George

pen you would obviously have much
more to worry about than poor stock
returns, rather the world events that
caused it.
Instead of investing in Pets.com or other
high-risk ventures, savings would be

“Under almost no reasonabls circumstance
would someone be able
to do worse than the
current 2% return.”
channeled into select mutual funds. The
most likely scenario under a new system
would be very similar to 401k retirement or 529 college savings plans which
are arranged for parents to save money
tax-free (some shudder at the term) for
their children’s education. Instead of
being able to choose any investment
possible, plan participants are given a

short list of solid mutual funds in which
to invest. Under almost no reasonable
circumstance would someone be able to
do worse than the current 2% return.
By the time participants have reached
their mid-50s they would be virtually
indifferent to the movement of the stock
market with their entire nest egg in
highly rated bond funds. This method of
saving might sound somewhat familiar,
since it is the current method by which
every rational person already saves for
retirement.
New Deal diehards and welfare state
devotees have, predictably, hurled several criticisms at Social Security reform.
They generally focus on the necessary
debt to fund the transition costs and the
perils and bureaucracy of privatization.
But the current system is already hemorrhaging cash. The amount of financial
loss we will be dealing with if we let it
continue far outweighs the costs of present reform.
As for the criticisms focusing on the
perils and bureaucracy of privatization,
they are generally either rooted in the
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was much smarter, even though it was
difficult to tell with his less developed
voughkabulairy. Instead of choosing
a welfare program, he chose to invest
the money himself. Like any prudent
investor he invested aggressively during his younger bachelor Air National
Guard years earning a higher rate of
return, but became more conservative
as he got older. (The ages and rates
of return were as follows: 18-30 12%,
30-40 11%, 40-50 9%, 50-60 7%, 60-65
6%). By the time George retired to his
nice spread in Crawford he had a whopping $335,583.50, more than 5.6 times
poor John.
The first complaint critics have about
this system is the alleged high degree of
investment risk. Anyone who honestly
thinks retirees run the risk of losing all
of their money at retirement after 45
years of saving and investing prudently
knows as much about financial planning
as Bush knows about Shakespeare. The
modern stock market (post-1920) has
never, in any 45-year period, failed to
gain 2% annually. Even if that did hap-
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kind of mentality that led to the creation of the
Social Security program in the first place, or
simply don’t understand how markets work.
Under a new system account management
would likely be undertaken by outside companies accountable to their customers as opposed
to a government agency that is accountable
to no one. Secondly, the state of the Social
Security system speaks for itself. Supporters of
the idea, socialist as it is, need to deal with the
problems inherent in the system they support,
instead of ignoring it and simply advocating for
more funding. In any Ponzi scheme, the bottom
falls out sooner or later.
Another problem with the current system is
how ethnicities with longer life expectancies
reap more of the benefits. As it stands right
now, African-Americans have shorter life spans
and thus fail to benefit as much as other ethnicities. With the government on the dole, the
longer you live, the more you collect. If you
contribute to the system your entire life and die
the day you become eligible, Uncle Sam throws
a party. Even widows are not entitled to the
money their spouses poured into the program
for their whole lives. There are a few other
survivor benefits under the current system, but
nowhere near what would be received under the
private plan where people would actually have
ownership and be able to bequeath the entire
account to their heirs.
There is a great divide today between the quality of retirement for the poor and wealthy. Many
seniors today live on a limited fixed income
because they were unable to save during their
working years. Future low-income seniors will
be the primary beneficiaries of a new private
system. For both the wealthy and middle class
Social Security is only a miniscule portion of
their retirement. For the poor, Social Security
is their only retirement plan, and thus multiplying this money several times over would change
the dilemma from groceries or medicine to
Hawaii or the Bahamas.
Since Republicans currently control both
houses of congress and the presidency, Social
Security reform is likely to be one of the first
major pieces of legislation passed in the new
session of Congress. Democrats are quickly
realizing that unless they jump on board and try
and elbow their way in and dictate some of the
circumstances for a new system, they will be on
the outside looking in.
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Supreme Court

Supreme Court
Ruth Bader Ginsburg
Age: 72
Party: Democrat

Stephen G. Breyer
Age: 67
Parry: Democrat
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David H. Souter
Age: 65
Party: Republican
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Anthony Kennedy
Age: 68
Party: Republican

RETIREMENT LIKELY
William H. Rehnuist
Age: 80
Party: Republican

Antonin Scalia
Age: 68
Party: Republican

Clarence Thomas
Age: 56
Party: Republican
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Supreme Court

Possible Bush
Nominations

The 2004 election was so important in part because the winner
would have the ability to significantly shape a Supreme Court
long overdue for change. This
makeup of judges has been together for ten years, longest tenure since 1823. President Bush
will most likely have at least two,
possibly even three nominations
to the highest court.

www.portlandspectator.com
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On the current court 2 judges,
Sandra Day O’connor and Anthony Kennedy, decide almost every
close case. Bush appointments
could flip the court’s rulings on a
number of important issues

Jon Kyl - Orrin Hatch has long been mentioned
as a potential Supreme Court nominee, but
many think Hatch’s junior colleague Jon Kyl is
the better choice. Kyl is a conservative senator
and former congressman from Arizona. In addition, Kyl is a member and chairman of a Subcommittee on Terrorism and Homeland security. His confirmation would likely a smooth one
because he is well liked by Senate members.

Miguel Estrada - This former assistant solicitor
is thought by many to be one of the finest choices. Although Senate Democrats filibustered his
nomination to the D.C. circuit last year, this will
most likely not stop Bush from nominating him.
It is not likely that Democrats will not have the
same courage to block him again on a national
level and stop the first Latino American on the
high court as the first time.

Janice Brown - She has been an Associate Justice of the California Supreme Court of Appeal.
She has political law firm, experience being a
partner in Governor Wilson’s senior staff and
being an associate to that firm. On top of that,
she served two and a half years as Deputy Secretary and General Counsel for the state’s Business
Transportation and Housing Agency. With all
her experience in a number of fields she is certainly a possible choice.
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The Oil-for-Food Scandal

T
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his is a story of one of the greatest conspiracies of all time.
Fred Barnes called it “the biggest scandal in human history.” This
makes Enron look like a kid’s lemonade stand. It is a full-blown Greek
tragedy featuring two conspiring masterminds, a ruthless dictator, a weak
world organization, the leader’s corrupt
son and billions of dollars stolen. A
disaster this big will take decades to
unfold with the likelihood that we will
never know the whole story. Welcome
to the U.N. Oil-for-Food scandal. Here
is what we know up to this point:
After Iraqi leader Saddam Hussein
lost against the first Bush and failed
to retain Kuwait in the early 1990’s,
the U.N. banned him from profiting
from the huge oil reserves of Iraq.
Theoretically, this meant that he could
not rebuild his military and could not
further pursue a nuclear weapons
program. In return, this made it very
hard to keep the Iraqi economy afloat.
Adequate nutrition and healthcare
among the people were in short supply, and something needed to be done.

By Dustin Rose

The oil for food program was started
by the United Nations in 1996 to be a
means to sell oil to buy food and other
humanitarian supplies for the people of
Iraq. Since the program’s creation, led
by Benon Sevan, the U.N. administered
$62 billion into it. The program ended
in 2003 when the U.S. toppled Saddam’s
dictatorship. Since the war concluded,
newly discovered documents show tens
of billions of dollars were scammed
from the program by Saddam Hussein
in order to buy off powerful figures in
western governments and in the U.N.
U.N. Secretary General Kofi Annan
commissioned an investigation into the
oil for food program early in 2003,
to be led by Paul Volcker, former
head of the Federal Reserve. The U.S.
Congress, Republicans in particular,
has become suspicious and called for
its own investigation demanding that
Volcker share all of his information.
He has been slow, at best, to cooperate.
Here is a short version of the way
things were laid out. Saddam Hussein
had middleman vouchers at his discretion that represented a set amount of

Iraqi oil for highly discounted rates. He
used these vouchers to influence powerful world political leaders and businessmen in return for their sympathy for his
disobedience of U.N. mandates. These
recipients of the oil vouchers would use
special companies to connect and sell to
major oil refiners, selling the oil at very
high prices. Every party, up to the major
oil companies, received great sums of
money for the role that they played.
A lot of old familiar faces and
names are involved. One of the leading masterminds of the whole scheme
is billionaire Marc Rich, the fugitive Swiss-based commodities trader
who received a bogus pardon from
President Clinton in the last hours of
his presidency. (Rich fled the country
in 1983 to escape an indictment for
racketeering, tax evasion and traded
oil with Ayatollah Khomeini’s Iran.)
Rich has become the central figure in the investigation of the entire
scandal. According to investigators,
Rich, along with Ben Pollner who is
an oil trader based in New York, created sets of companies in Liechtenstein

secret from the American investigators. This made some observers quite
irate. Kofi Annan claimed that he knew
nothing of the continued payments
and that the lack of honesty from his
son created a “perception problem.”
Another individual that is under scrutiny is the former head of the Oilfor-Food program, Benon Sevan.
Apparently, his name was also found
on the list of those who took oil vouchers from Saddam. While he was supposed to be running the U.N. office in
charge of monitoring the program he
was brushing off reports of corruption
as early as 2000. Right now Sevan
is being accused of receiving vouchers for millions of barrels of Iraqi oil.
Many other names have been thrown
around in the investigation. The web of
corruption is deep. It is a genuine soap
opera. In the end, lots of money was stolen and many people have suffered for it.
The other main victim, besides the
people of Iraq, is the credibility of the
United Nations. It is now clear that
the role the U.N. played in bringing
about justice to Iraq was a failure. With
numerous players involved in the scandal while holding positions in the U.N.,
it is going to be interesting to see how
the world organization will be forced to
change. Knowing that many American
Congresspersons are skeptical of the
U.N. and that 22% of the organization’s
funding comes from U.S., it is expected that changes will be brought about
when the U.S. investigation is concluded. If there are not drastic changes

within the whole United Nations, it
may soon lose much of its funding and
go the way of the League of Nations,
a distant memory from the past of
a failed attempt to unify the world.
It is highly unlikely that the perpetrators of this scam will be brought to
justice. Who is the policeman of the
U.N.? Who will bring these individuals to justice? Many of them are out of
reach to the authorities that would do
so. Marc Rich is not likely to be seen
in the U.S. again for since his pardon
he has committed enough crimes to be
convicted again. Benon Sevan is now
the former head of an extinct program
and has enough friends in high places.
Saddam will be put on trial in the
near future. Kojo Annan is likely to see
no consequences for his involvement.
This whole scandal just reinforces
the claim that the U.N. allows a bunch
of thugs from third world countries
attempting to push the U.S. around
while spending the money it gives them.
A number of people running the United
Nations have obviously failed at running their own countries. What makes
them think that they can run the world?
As we wait to see how this whole
story unfolds, I pray that the innocent
victims of this crime will be allowed
their God-given gifts of life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness with
their upcoming elections this month.
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and several different countries that they
used to make deals between Saddam
Hussein and scores of international
politicians and businessman. These
transactions were designed to give
those international figures sweet oil
deals in return for sympathy given to
Saddam and his disobedience towards
the U.S. desired sanctions in the United
Nations. This provided an opportunity for Saddam to buy his way out of
complying with the U.N. regulations.
This also made Rich even more
wealthy as the two conspirators would
sell the oil to major oil companies at
higher prices. The companies he cofounded would bring the recipients of
the vouchers to the buyers who would
refine and ship the oil. Sources say
that after pocketing a hefty percentage,
Rich and Pollner received hundreds
of millions of dollars from these deals.
Some people who were found in the
investigation to be on the list of those
receiving vouchers were the government of Namibia and Yemen, onetime Russian presidential candidate
Vladmir Zhirinovsky and some current members of the Russian parliament, former French interior minister
Charles Pasqua, and former Indonesian
President Megawati Sukarnoputri. The
countries that received the most financial gain from the deals were Russia,
France and China. Combined they were
given more than half of the Iraqi oil
exports. Coincidentally, these were
some of the countries strongly opposed
to the removal of Saddam Hussein from
power. They were getting bought for
their compliance. Other countries named
in the documents were Syria, Malaysia,
Switzerland, Jordan, and Egypt.
Another interesting name to come up
in the investigation was Kojo Annan,
the son of the U.N. secretary general.
Kojo worked for the Swiss firm Cotecna
that inspects goods at the border crossings. Apparently, he left the firm in
1998, right before they received a nice
$4.8 million contract to work for the oil
for food program. The New York Sun
reported that Kojo Annan continued to
receive payments from the firm until
2004. This was supposed to be part of a
standard non-compete agreement, but
the length of the payments was kept
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Ofﬁcial Statement from The Coca-Cola Company
Regarding Columbia Allegations
This is a publicity stunt. The allegations are false and it’s outrageous to believe
that The Coca-Cola Company would have anything to do with this type of behavior. We have been in Colombia for 70 years and have been an exemplary member
of the business community. The plaintiffs’ accusations do not reﬂect the facts on
the ground in Colombia.
Here Are The Facts:
-Two different judicial inquiries in Colombia -- one in a Colombian Court, and one by
the Colombian Attorney General’s office -- have examined these issues and found no evidence
of wrongdoing against our Company or our bottling partners.
-These allegations were the thrust of a lawsuit filed against The Coca-Cola Company in a
U.S. District Court in Miami and:
-Our Company was dismissed as a defendant.
-We are confident that as this case proceeds, the court will find no evidence against our
bottlers as well.
-SINALTRAINBEC, a Colombian union representing bottler employees, has publicly
stated that it has “not a single indication” that Coca-Cola or any bottler has links to illegal
armed groups.
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The Coca-Cola Company has independently investigated all claims regarding human rights
abuses in Colombia and has found no evidence to support them. We will continue to work to
ensure that our Company and our bottling partners operate under the highest standards in
Colombia.
Our Company has been a valuable member of the Colombian community for more than 70
years and our bottling partners respect the rights of employees, including those who choose
third-party representation or union membership. In fact, our bottling partners enjoy extensive,
normal relations with 14 separate unions in Colombia and currently have collective bargaining
agreements in place with all of them covering wages, benefits and working conditions.
If any employee feels unsafe, local bottlers, working with local unions and the Colombian government, provide transportation to and from work, loans for secure housing, loans to improve
security of union offices, paid cellular phones for emergency use, and shift and job changes.
For more information about Coca-Cola and Colombia, please visit www.cokefacts.org.
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Green Party HQ
“I have always felt that a politician is to be judged by the animosity he excites among his opponents”
									
-Winston Churchill

